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Environmental LLC | Verde Systems LLC | Intelligent Transportation & Monitoring Wireless LLC | 

Skybridge Spectrum Foundation | Telesaurus Holdings GB LLC | V2G LLC | Warren Havens  
 

 

April 9 15, 2015
[*]

 

Filed:  On ECFS in dockets 13-85 and 11-71 

Filed: On ULS under relevant Call Signs WRV374, KAE889, and WHG750, and pending 

renewal applications thereunder, and under the Maritime application to assign AMTS 

licenses to Choctaw, File No. 0005552500, the subject of docket 13-85 

To:   The Secretary 

Attn: The Commission and the Wireless Bureau Chief, re docket 13-85 and other matters 

above. 

Attn: Presiding Judge Sippel, re docket 11-71 

 

 The entities listed above, as parties,
[*]

 (“Presenters”) submit this notice and memo 

regarding further developments in the court case against Maritime Communications/ Land 

Mobile LLC (“MCLM” or “Maritime”) (and others) that has been described by the 

undersigned in these FCC proceedings in past notices and pleading filings.  The case is 

Skybridge, Havens et al. v Maritime, et al. which originated and was in part tried before the 

US District Court, NJ, and is now Case No. 14-4043 before the US Court of Appeals for the 

Third Circuit.  

 Presenters submit this and the two court pleadings attached hereto as relevant and 

important to these two extenuated proceedings, Call Signs, and applications listed above 

(together, the “Subject FCC Matters”) including because:  

                                                

[*]
  This copy has a new date since filings will be completed today and change in footnote 6.  

[*]
 These entities are parties in 13-85 since they are parties in 11-71.  FCC 11-64, in ¶72 ordered that 

these separate entities are parties to proceeding 11-71 and that status remains, either (as to some of 

these entities) in current active participation, or (as to all of the entities) for purposes of an appeal of 

any appealable decision(s) in this proceeding (along with related interlocutory decisions). ¶72 states:   

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that each of the following entities shall be made parties to this 

hearing…: Environmental LLC; Intelligent Transportation and Monitoring Wireless LLC; 

Skybridge Spectrum Foundation; Telesaurus Holdings GB LLC; Verde Systems LLC; V2G 

LLC; and Warren Havens. 
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 (1)  The Reply pleading before the US Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit, 

Attachment 1 below, demonstrates extensive false and misleading FCC-license statements—

as to the true status of core FCC licenses and licensing matters at issues in the Subject FCC 

Matters — by two officers of Maritime, Sandra Depriest and John Reardon in sworn 

testimony in the US District Court in the case described above.  This extensive false sworn 

testimony in federal court directly contradicts the sworn statements and admissions on the 

same and parallel issues in the Subject FCC Matters.
1
   

 Where an FCC licensee, in a court proceeding outside of the FCC, extensively 

misleads the court, especially a court adjudicating claims under the Communications Act, 

including §313 (the interface of FCC and Antitrust law),
2
 it should be of direct and major 

concern to the Commission and its Delegated Authorities involved in parallel FCC 

proceedings, here, the Subject FCC Matters. 

 The above performance of Maritime, Sandra Depriest and John Reardon
3
 —counseled 

and carried out by their court and FCC litigation counsel
4
 –– and funded all the way by 

Choctaw
5
 — stands as egregious violation of the foundations of both FCC and Court due 

process — truthful statements and testimony — and of the US criminal code 18 USC §1001 

                                                

1
   Also, Maritime and these two testifying Maritime officers, who also testified for Maritime at the 

Issue-G trial in docket 11-71 in December 2014, did not correct these contradictions either before the 

FCC, or before the US District Court of Third Circuit Court of Appeals.  

2
   See U.S. v. Radio Corp. of America, 358 U.S. 334 (1959). 

3
   Sandra Depriest and John Reardon are both FCC telecommunication law attorneys, as they 

described in the court action described herein and as shown in the Subject FCC Matters. 

4
   Subject to FCC §§ 1.52 and 1.17 and F.R.C.P. 11. 

5
   Sandra Depriest remained after the FCC HDO OSC 11-64 and still remains as the controlling 

interest and presiding officer in Maritime.  John Reardon who was the CEO of Maritime, became 

Managing Director of Choctaw at or about the time Choctaw’s Chapter 11 Plan for Maritime was 

approved by the Bankruptcy Court.  Choctaw is composed of the secured creditors of Maritime that 

were the primary funders of Maritime from its start, and had full knowledge of the investigations and 

challenges by the FCC (and the entities captioned above) from the start of Maritime to this day since 

they have been in all material aspects public on ULS and ECFS, and since Choctaw and its members 

are otherwise privies of Maritime, Ms. Depriest and her husband Donald Depriest and Mr. Reardon.  

Page 2 of 123



 3 

stated as the threshold condition of FCC licensing at the bottom of licensing forms including 

Form 601.
6
 

 (2)  This Reply, Attachment 1 and the Opening Brief, Attachment 2 (the two are 

integrated in essential content and points) demonstrate good cause for the Third Circuit to find 

that Maritime violated Section 1 of the Sherman Act, among the US antitrust laws, as well as 

the Communications Act including 47 USC §§ 201, 206, and 207 as to damages and §313 as 

to revocation by the court of the Maritime licenses (all AMTS licenses).   

 If the licenses are revoked by the Court under §313 of the Act, that will moot many of 

the issues and actions pending in the Subject FCC Matters. 

 (3)  If the relief requested in the attached two pleading (primarily, see Attachment 2, 

“Conclusion” section at the end) is granted by the Third Circuit, then further proceedings 

before the US District Court may result in determination of facts relevant to the Subject FCC 

Matters. 

 (4)  This court case also is a subject of the MCLM bankruptcy
7
 in which the FCC is a 

party with a multi-million dollar claim (and other interests and positions) and which is a 

central aspect of proceeding 13-85, and has also affected proceeding 11-71, including four 

years of delay already.
8
 

                                                

6
   These false statements in federal court were made solely firstly on the basis of holding alleged 

valid FCC licenses: the licenses still remain listed in FCC records as “active,” although for well over a 

decade the undersigned has timely and repeatedly presented to the FCC authorities involved extensive 

evidence of all of the core categories and events of wrongdoing at issue in the Subject FCC Matters -- 

even a small portion of which was ample for license termination or revocation many years ago under 

applicable FCC and DC Circuit Court precedent and available efficient procedures. 

7
   At a time early in the bankruptcy, the bankruptcy court lifted the automatic stay to allow this court 

case to proceed.  The claims in this court case are among the claims of the Presenters as parties in the 

bankruptcy action.   

8
  Maritime is attempting or in any case causing further delay by their petition for reconsideration 

(backed by a Choctaw similar petition) of the Commission’s denial of the Maritime request for 

“Second Thursday” relief, FCC 14-133.  In that, Maritime asserts that Mr. Depriest’s personal 

bankruptcy filed right after FCC 14-133 was released, shields him from getting personal gain from the 

requested Second Thursday relief, but Mr. Depriest soon thereafter, in his bankruptcy, took the 

position that he can perform his financial obligations.  This petition by Maritime is by its controlling 

interest, Sandra Depriest, and this contradictory position is by her spouse, Donald Depriest.  In this 

regard, see ‘(1)’ above.  
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 If the Commission, Wireless Bureau Chief, Judge Sippel or any of their staff seek 

further relevant information as to this court case, please let me know and I will provide it. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

Warren Havens 

Individually and as President of each legal entity listed in the letterhead above 

 

 

2509 Stuart Street 

Berkeley CA 94704 

(510) 841 2220 

 

 

Attachments 

 

 

Regarding the attached Certificate of Service:   

(i)  There is no service requirement in docket 13-85: see DA 13-569.   

(i)  Also, this is not a filing in docket 11-71 seeking action (and I, the signer above, Warren 

Havens, am not currently deemed a party in this docket: that issue in pending on interlocutory 

appeal before the Commission).  However, in case this is deemed a “presentation” under ex 

parte rules with regard to docket 11-71 or any other of the Subject FCC Matters, and in any 

case as a courtesy, I include other current parties in docket 11-71 without the Attachments: 

those can be obtained on ECFS or ULS under the Subject FCC Matters.   

(iii)  The Presenters are parties in some restricted proceedings before the Wireless Bureau and 

Commission within and related to the Subject FCC Matters, and the attached Certificate of 

Service includes the other parties thereto (Maritime and Choctaw) who will receive a full 

copy of this letter with its two Attachments.  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

The undersigned certifies that on April 9 10, 2015, a copy of the foregoing letter (with 

attachments to those noted below*) has been mailed
9
 by first-class USPS mail to: 

 

Hon. Richard L. Sippel 

FCC, Chief Administrative Law Judge 

445 12th Street, S.W. 

Washington, DC  20554  

   Re docket 11-71 

 

Pamela S. Kane 

FCC, Deputy Chef, Enforcement Bureau 

445 12th Street SW, Room 4-C330  

Washington, DC  20554 

   Counsel for Commission, Maritime, docket 11-71 

 

Robert J. Keller  / * with attachments 

Law Offices of Robert J. Keller, P.C. 

PO Box 33428 

Washington, DC  20033 

   Counsel for Maritime, Sandra Depriest, John Reardon 

 

Robert Kirk  / * with attachments 

Wilkinson Barker 

2300 N. Street NW, Suite 700 

Washington DC 20033 

   Counsel for Choctaw (Tel. and Holdings), John Reardon 

 

Jeffrey L. Sheldon 

Levine, Blaszak, Block & Boothby, LLP  

2001 L Street, NW, Suite 900 

Washington, DC 20036 

   Counsel for Puget Sound Energy 

 

                                                

9
  Postmark will be on the following day for the copies deposited with the US Postal Service (USPS) 

after the last time for a postmark.   
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Wesley Wright, Jack Richards, Albert J. Catalano, et al. 

Keller & Heckman LLP 

1001 G Street, NW 

Suite 500 West 

Washington, DC  20001 

   Counsel for Enbridge Energy; EnCana Oil and Gas; Dixie Electric 

   (and possibly others that have withdrawn, but not fully out, in 11-71) 

 

Charles A. Zdebski 

Gerit F. Hull 

Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott, LLC 1717 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20006 

   Counsel for Duquesne Light  

 

Paul J. Feldman 

Harry F. Cole 

Fletcher, Heald & Hildreth, P.L.C. 

1300 N. 17th
 
Street, 11

th
 Floor 

Arlington, VA 22209 

   Counsel for Southern California Regional Rail Authority 

 

Matthew J. Plache 

Law Office of Matthew J. Plache 

5425 Wisconsin Avenue, NW 

Suite 600, PMB 643 

Chevy  Chase, MD  20815 

   Counsel for Pinnacle Wireless Corp. 

 

 

 

   /s /  

Warren Havens 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

for the 
THIRD CIRCUIT 

Appellants,

Respondents.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs-Appellants 
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Alltel Tennessee, Inc. v. Tennessee Public Service Commission

American Tobacco Co. v. United States

In re Baby Food Antitrust Litigation

Brown Shoe Co. v. United States

Chesapeake & Potomac Tel. Co. v. Public Serv. Comm’n

Columbia Broadcasting System, Inc. v. United States

In re Cont’l Airlines

Contemporary Media Inc. v. FCC

In re Flat Glass Antitrust Litigation

Global Crossing Telecommunications, Inc. v. Metrophones 
Telecommunications, Inc.

Gordon v. Lewistown Hosp.

Case: 14-4043     Document: 003111885352     Page: 5      Date Filed: 02/23/2015
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Hawaiian Telephone Co. v. Public Utilities Commission of the State of 
Washington

Howard Hess Dental Laboratories, Inc. v. Dentsply Intern., Inc.

In re Hydrogen Peroxide Antitrust Litigation

Illinois Bell Co. v. Illinois Commerce Commission

Lansdowne on the Potomac Homeowners Ass'n., Inc. v. OpenBand at 
Lansdowne, LLC

Mallenbaum v. Adelphia Commc’ns. Corp

Master Call Communication, Inc. v. World-Link Solutions, Inc.

Matsushita Elec. Indus. Co., v. Zenith Radio Corp.

National Society of Professional Engineers v. United States

New England Telephone & Telegraph Co. v. Public Utilities 
Commission of Maine

Newton v. Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith, Inc.

Palmer v. BRG of Georgia, Inc.

Petruzzi’s IGA Supermarkets, Inc. v. Darling-Delaware Co., Inc.

Case: 14-4043     Document: 003111885352     Page: 6      Date Filed: 02/23/2015
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Smithkline Beecham Corp. v. Eastern Applicators, Inc.

South Central Bell Tel. Co. v. Louisiana Pub. Serv. Comm’n

Southwestern Bell Tel. Co. v. Arkansas Pub. Serv. Comm’n

U.S. v. Fischbach & Moore, Inc.

U.S. v. General Motors Corp.

U.S. v. Radio Corp. of America

United States v. Container Corp. of America

United States v. Foley
cert. denied

United States v. Sealy, Inc.

United States v. Topco Associates

United States v. United States Gypsum Co.

In re Wellbutrin XL Antitrust Litig.

Wiest v. Lynch
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Amendment of the Commission’s Rules Concerning Maritime 
Communications

In re Amendment of Commission’s Rules

In the Matter of Intermart Broadcasting Twin Falls, Inc.

In the Matter of Maritime Communications/Land Mobile, LLC

Maritime Communications/Land Mobile, LLC

In the Matter of Maritime Communications/Land Mobile, LLC, 
Debtor-in-Possession Application to Assign Licenses to Choctaw 
Holdings, LLC

Northeast Utils. Serv. Co
aff’d. sub nom. Maritime 

Communications/Land Mobile, LLC

Second Thursday Corp.
reconsideration granted in part

Warren C. Havens
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Second Thursday Corp.

reconsideration granted in part

See In the 
Matter of Maritime Communications/Land Mobile, LLC, Debtor-in-Possession 
Application to Assign Licenses to Choctaw Holdings, LLC
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See, e.g.

e.g

e.g

see

See Amendment of the Commission’s Rules Concerning 

Maritime Communications

The Fifth Report and Order
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See, e.g.
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Id see, e.g.

automatically

See

The Fifth Report and 

Order

See
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See,

e.g., The Fifth Report and Order

See Northeast Utils. Serv. Co

aff’d. sub nom. Maritime Communications/Land Mobile, LLC

up to the limits of those Service Contours
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See, e.g.

Id

See also Northeast Utils. Ser. Co., Maritime

Communications/Land Mobile, LLC Warren C. Havens

The Fifth Report & Order
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See

if

See The Fifth Report & 

Order

See The Fifth Report & Order
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anywhere

Id

advanced
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Id

See

The Fifth Report & Order

See

Id

Case: 14-4043     Document: 003111885352     Page: 28      Date Filed: 02/23/2015

Page 76 of 123



Id

Case: 14-4043     Document: 003111885352     Page: 29      Date Filed: 02/23/2015

Page 77 of 123



Id

See

Id

Case: 14-4043     Document: 003111885352     Page: 30      Date Filed: 02/23/2015

Page 78 of 123



See, e.g.

Case: 14-4043     Document: 003111885352     Page: 31      Date Filed: 02/23/2015

Page 79 of 123



Id

See

Case: 14-4043     Document: 003111885352     Page: 32      Date Filed: 02/23/2015

Page 80 of 123



invalidate

redo

Case: 14-4043     Document: 003111885352     Page: 33      Date Filed: 02/23/2015

Page 81 of 123



Case: 14-4043     Document: 003111885352     Page: 34      Date Filed: 02/23/2015

Page 82 of 123



See, e.g.

Case: 14-4043     Document: 003111885352     Page: 35      Date Filed: 02/23/2015

Page 83 of 123



Id

Case: 14-4043     Document: 003111885352     Page: 36      Date Filed: 02/23/2015

Page 84 of 123



Case: 14-4043     Document: 003111885352     Page: 37      Date Filed: 02/23/2015

Page 85 of 123



See, e.g.,

See

See

Case: 14-4043     Document: 003111885352     Page: 38      Date Filed: 02/23/2015

Page 86 of 123



See

Second Thursday Doctrine

see supra
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permanently 

abandoned

See also In the Matter of Maritime Communications/Land Mobile, LLC
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FCC Order 14M-31

see, e.g.
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See In re Cont’l Airlines

 Gordon v. Lewistown Hosp.

Howard Hess Dental 

Laboratories, Inc. v. Dentsply Intern., Inc.
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Brown Shoe Co. v. United States

id

Id
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agreed
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American Tobacco, Topco Sealy infra per se

American Tobacco Co. v. United States

United States v. Topco Associates

per se

United States v. Sealy, Inc.

See also Palmer v. BRG of Georgia, Inc.

U.S. v. General Motors Corp.

American Tobacco
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See, also United States v. Foley

cert. denied

Matsushita Elec. Indus. Co., v. Zenith Radio Corp.

per se

Topco, Sealy and Palmer, supra

Palmer, supra, 
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See,

e.g

Petruzzi’s IGA Supermarkets, Inc. v. Darling-Delaware Co., Inc.

Matsushita

In re Baby Food Antitrust Litigation
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In re Flat Glass Antitrust Litigation

Id

Flat Glass

Id

Id

Case: 14-4043     Document: 003111885352     Page: 55      Date Filed: 02/23/2015

Page 103 of 123



per se

See e.g Petroleum Prods. Antirust Litig

cert. denied

United States v. United States Gypsum Co.

United States v. Container Corp. of America

See U.S. v. Fischbach & 

Moore, Inc. Smithkline Beecham Corp. v. 

Eastern Applicators, Inc.
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ee In re Amendment of Commission’s Rules

i.e. long before
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See FCC Order 14M-31

narrative
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per se

per se

National Society of Professional Engineers v. United States

In the Matter of Intermart Broadcasting Twin Falls, Inc.
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Contemporary Media Inc. v. FCC

  See Policy Regarding Character Qualifications in 

Broadcast Licensing, Report, Order and Policy Statement

supra
Newton v. Merrill Lynch, Pierce, 

Fenner & Smith, Inc. accord In re Hydrogen 
Peroxide Antitrust Litigation In re Wellbutrin 
XL Antitrust Litig.
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See U.S. v. Radio Corp. of America,

See Wiest v. Lynch
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or

Global Crossing 

Telecommunications, Inc. v. Metrophones Telecommunications, Inc.

if

Id

liable damages 
any act, matter, or 

thing in this chapter declared to be 
unlawful. unlawful

practice
that is unjust or unreasonable.

Id
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could did

inter alia

is

Id See also, Master Call 

Communication, Inc. v. World-Link Solutions, Inc.

Id

Global Crossing
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See FCC Order 

14M-31
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In the Matter of Amendment of Section 
1.17 of the Commission's Rules Concerning Truthful 
Statements to the Commission, Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking,

without a reasonable basis
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See Lansdowne on the Potomac 

Homeowners Ass'n., Inc. v. OpenBand at Lansdowne, LLC

Columbia Broadcasting System, Inc. v. United States

Mallenbaum v. Adelphia Commc’ns. Corp
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Lansdowne, supra, 

Id

Id

New England Telephone & 

Telegraph Co. v. Public Utilities Commission of Maine

See

existing

See, e.g.,
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New England Telephone & Telegraph

See

Lansdowne supra Alltel Tennessee, Inc. v. Tennessee Public Service 

Commission Hawaiian Telephone Co. v. Public 

Utilities Commission of the State of Washington

New England Telephone & Telegraph Co Illinois Bell Co. v. 

Illinois Commerce Commission Chesapeake & 

Potomac Tel. Co. v. Public Serv. Comm’n

South Central Bell Tel. Co. v. Louisiana 

Pub. Serv. Comm’n

Southwestern Bell Tel. Co. v. Arkansas Pub. Serv. Comm’n

Mallenbaum
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See, e.g.,

see also obligation
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